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ABSTRACT ^ . ' ^ 

^ "Practical rhetoric** is' a narrowing of classical 

rhe^toric because it no longer, sfiapes public opinion but is^ 
increasingly shaped by it, specifically by special inberest groups 
formed around and geared .to. what a selected audience wants to hear* 
in the teaching of composition, this pljuralisnCof rhetoric leads to 
fragmentation, and specialisatii^n,^ and ultimately to a state of ^ 
entropy, which in thermodynamics is the measure between heat and 
energy and the movement of b6th toward chaos or nothint[ness, English 
departments are moving^ toward notKihgnes^s ^because of their emphasis 
J^on literary studies* However, the trend Is being in part re^^ersed by 
new studies in rhetoric and composition^ The danger is in th^e growing 
complexity of these studies and their f ragmentatioih into specialised' 
areas, including theory, practice, writing*in two-year colleges, 
writing in £our-^ear colleges, ba^ic writing, technical ^writing, and 
computer writing, with specialisations in each of th^ge areas. One 
solution lieg h*^aving writing be the center of liberal studies and 
iri^mbving it back to the public' arena as^ a, shaper of thought and ^he 
world, (CRH) 4 * ^ 



\... 



A A A A***** A** A AAA***** A AAA AAA** AAA A* A AAA ^ A 

* Reproductions supplied by EDRS are the best that can be made ^ * 

* from the original document*" * * 

A A A A AAA A A A AA A AA A AAAAA AAA A A A A AA A A^A A^^AA AAAAAA AA AAA AAA A A A AAAAAAAA A^AAAA A 



OD 

o 



D£PARTMEN1 Of EDUCATION 
NAllONAt INSftTUlE OF EDUCATION 
eOUCAlrONAL RESOURCES INfORMAlKJN 
CENTER lERlC} 
Thu dfictiif^t has been r«Pioduc«d a$ 
received ifcm ih« person Of oi^dftualiOfl 

Mmar ch3n9&5 hdv« ti^n nude to »mprove 
• Poif^t^cl v4ewo'optflt(>rKS$t4iedirYthi5'docu 



Theresa Enos 

Southern Methodist T^iv, 



Rhetorical Revival-\or Rhetori-cal Logomachy? 



ho 



■PERMISSION TO REPROOUCE THIS 
MATERIAL HAS BEEN GRANTED BY 

Theresa Enos 



TO THE EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES 
INFORMATION CENTER {ERICK" 



That Ve're li^in^g 



in 



an increasingly pluralistic 
society we're well aware. Each of ^ us can offer 

illustrations. For myself, Ij^ve ^eeri Collecting examples of 
how the- wora rhetoric is being modified. Of course, that ^ 
for cjenturies rhetoric has been modified more than 
recognized as being tfie modifier is ind^fed familiar to us 
here. BjU^weWe *come a Icmg wa.y from '.raexe" o.r "empty'* , 
rhetori c The media" have been - narrowing the modifica*tionf 
for example, "official rhetoric'! to "U.S. rhetoric" to, 
"presidential rhetoric" to '* Reagan rhetoric . " And we see 
curious ybkings like "spiritual rhetoric^" "two-fisted 
rhetoric^'* "rococo rhetoric^*' "pro-family ^ rhetoric," 

"sexually liberated rhetoric , "' and "cable-TV- * rhetoric^. " 
Recen^tly » I read a' newspaper editorial that mentioned 
"scatalogical rhetoric." Even more recently* I read in a 
magazine the term '*fast-fo6'd , rhetoric." 



- Most' of these misplaced modifiers or displacement of 
rhetoric reflect djismissal of both the discourse and the 
speaker (no change here^ of course)* The urgency of our 
pluralistic society to split off and then erect boundaries 
around fragments *of information shows no sign of* lessening. 
All of us are urged to hurtle down the high tech hi'ghway 
leading to the facts that manuf apture information and me ta- 
in formation so fast that wisdom today seems narrowly 
portioned out^ by specialists who spe'ak in indecipherable 
tongues. This explosion of jiew information is atomizing our 
culture toward the chaos of a modern-day Baberl. 

This slicing off pieces of our worl'd is an example of 
what Michael Ifalloran calls practical rhetoric . We 
recognize the way -'it works, for insta^jce^ in special 
interest politics that have split off in response to a 
measured poll talcing. These special interest groups are 
formed aroun'^ and geared , to what a selected audience wants 
to hear . This prdctical rhetoric is a narrowing of 
classical rhetoric" because it "ao^ longer shapes public 
fX^ opinion but seems increasingly to be shaped by it. 

' How is this pluralism affecting our own profession? 
We're still having problems recognizing that there really is 
some continuity in the teaching of composit ion . In a recent 
article^ Timothy Crusius argues that there is simply, tod 
mttch pluralism in- rhetoric and composition: 



"We are o,ver our^ heads^ i^nutfdatejd with *isms,* Some of 
r-rn^ s are ^current trad'itionalisW^, ' some Bogerians , 'Burkeans ^ 
hiyC y Rptskiaos^ tagmemlcists , Brittonites* . *. . , Some ^ would 
"^^all this lack of a center creative and healthy; if^SQ. it 




i*3 also chaotic afjd ^ confusing* * * * *The^ struggle to 
-syj^thesize vanishes* Instead of working in a priiicipled way 
to extend an existing par,digm as new insights turn up# the 
tendency is to is^h^el one *s grocery cart through the 
waiehot&se of ideas and pitch in wha'ie^er happens to appeal 
^ at the tine*" (Freshi a ^' n Eni>lish Nev s, .Winter 1984/ 1-2) 

If it is ¥is true. in our^ own tiiae as it has been in the 
past that rhetoric reflects culture* then maybe^ even 
explorrng and *(ji3estionin*g where ve*re going l?s f aolish 
futility* ' V?alter Ong has. already told us **the history of 
rhetoric siio'ply lairrors the evolution^ of society" ( Rhetoric « 
r.pm&jtce r ,^nd - Technoloy^y « Ithaca* Cornell University Press* 
1^7} p* '9lT If we agree with Ong that ^'rhetoric today has 
diffused itself in many forias** so that it no longer \\^s the 
"neater contours*' of less fragiaen^ed past- cultures* is there 
nny reason - to believe that the fragmentation will decrease? 
Perhaps' not, but I think we can at least; explore what it 
might possjbly raeDn fo^r us in ^rhetoric and composition* To - ' 

try t^ pull some parts together, I want to borrow and extends 
a metaphor Profes'Sor, Daniel Harder has been working with* * 
The metEiphor of entropy* he hiiS shown us already* (5an allow 
us "to pull parts into a vision of system ajpd then ta 
evaluate the vision * s stability" (''High Entropy in the 
Profession," C EA Forum , Oct* 1982, 1*^4)* 

In 1982 Professor Harx3et argued that the English 
profession is disintegrating because of its extreme 
S]fStemati2ation* Professor Harder advanced his argument by 
metaphorically using the 1b w ot entropy* that, is, ,/a 
measurement for loss of useful energy in ,any system* ^ This 
metaphor has intrigued me* and* at the danger of 
oversimplifying and , do^ng some injustice to Professor 
Karder's ideas* I*d like t6' explore the stability of 
rhetoric today**-. md its^ future* ^ 

Entropy, a principle of thermodycamics that measures * 
the relationship between heat and energy* can be applied to ^ ■ 

any system. "Whether growing or decayin g * " Pr of essor Harder 
explains* "systems tend to atomize themselves into states of 
ir-creasing disorder ,^ until they reach al^ equilibriuifl we may ^ 
call chaos or no thin gneiss'* (1 ) > As ' I understand the * * j 

metaphor, if an entity tries to- syst^ematize 4,tself by an 
explosion of complex freshness* by bringing ' in more / 
"inf oritSation^ than it can absorb in this rapid growth, then it j 
atomizes into chaos* If an entity already has systematized : 
itself through stale redundancies* - it eventually falls \ i ' 
toward nothingness* ' Either dir,ectio^n, according ^ to the 
principle'of ,entro,py, leads to atomizatlon, which is .a 
frajmentatian into unrecognizable parts* In the article 
Professor Harder: says^ that English departments are:^ 
inexorably moving toward nothingness because of their , \ 

emphasis on, literary studies^ . Remembering that either,^an 
explosion of cx)mplex freshness or a ripid RVRf^m ^^f ^^f^i^ ^ 
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Redundancies Iftads to 'atomiza-tion* ve can better understand 
another principle; t]iat ^movement toward atomization* either 
from too loucli complex i^y or froni stagnation^ is an example 
of positive entropy* ^P-f of essor Harder explains that for a 
relativ^ely short while the opposite force 'of negative 
entrop/t a form of regeneration^ xan slov down or stop the 
too-i^ast growth toward cliaos or the ^ decay toward 
no thingness* Negative entropy slows dovjn disintegration by 
regeneration* vhich would b« energy working on new ideas in 
order tcT restructure* Professor Harder speculates that the 
new studicn in rhetoric^ working like negative entropy^ are 
bi;eathinji new life into an English profession that has lost 
much of its 'useful energy" through support of research that 

.is too inwardly directed * 

But^ we i^riovr that studies in rhetoric and composition 
have been moviTig in the opposite direction^ away ^ from a 
rigid system Gary Tate has told us more than once that^the 
**najor intellectual challenge facing writing teachers today 
is not lack of knowledge but the proUlem of incorporatring 
wimt we know into our teaching" ( Rhetoric Eeview ^ 1 [Jan * 
19S3)> 162)* For twenty years we've been drawing from the 
\;hole spectrum of .lir*gui*stic* processes just as Richard 
OIj tann urged us to, do in his serainal article **In Lieu of a 
Khe toi^ ic" ; we've been exploring the v^hole f iel d of 
njotivdtional language in the BurK^aii way* And most of this 
iwork was done in the# seventies although we know the seeds of 
revival and reform in rhetoric were sown back in the mi^- 
fifties* Stilly in 1973 it was necessary for Paul feryent to 
chastise us ^t the 4C for much of this early work* for our 
meaninglefjs repetition j|.n *' discovering the same things over 
and over" instead of using the principles we already had to 
f;trongthen our teach i*hg* Ve* ve grown very rapidly since^ 
then (though there's the repetition still) and have gained 
some respect for our work* the least amount^^robably from 
specialists in literary studies* But by. this rapid growth* 
rhetoric and composition may be exploding with so much 
complex freshness that we really may be heading tpyard 
chao^-some say we*re already there* We may soon pass the 
pointNv'here we add new life to the profession and move on to 
the point where we destroy ourselves through fragmentation* 

For instance > studies in composition have grown and 
become so complex that we h^ve few 'general journals of 
waiting left* They'We split into theory* practice* writing 
in two-year colleges* writing in four- year colleges* b^asic 
writing* advanced composition, technical w^riting* computer 
writing* The journals specializing i;i theory or practice 
have split further into linguistic^ psychological * 
p'hilosophical issues* The specialized articles in the 
special i zed journals are being written in speciali;^ed 
language that is intimidating enough to prevent more than a 
general understanding by* luf^ny of us* (Some of these 
coi cerns Gary Tate was thinking of when he mentioned at last 



year's UCTE what to hita would be the ideal journal article: 
one wrdtten vj-tH the car^e of a Richard Youngf one written 
with the wisdom of a Richard Lloyd-Jones; one written with 
''the enthusia!?m ^of an Ed Corbett; one wr:f.tten with the 
passion of a Bill . Coles; and one with footnotes' by a Jim' 
Slcdd.)' , Some journals se^ra to have be'gun a Jfendency, i^sue 
after issue, to feature quantitative analys e^and s t udijes . 
,Invo3vCHfent with audience , except for a very narrowly 
conceived one, is disappearing. It's^becomin'g incre'asingly 
difficult to^ identify with the person speaking* It's 
becoming j ncreasiiigly , difficult to keep up with *all these 
vhirliiig jEragrtients * So ve become specialists too because we 
' cannot keep up with all this know^ledge, try as we might. 

Each year our raajor^ conferences ' add moire' special 
iRtefost sponsions. Our programs reflect -the incredible 

/number of, special interests that often become standard* 
fiess:ior:s in following years* And es-ve reach farther' and 
fcir-thcr, we^ ,Vrap the vocabulary of other fields- around us* 
Do ^ue , have a center* at all? If so, can we hold it? Is it 

\n^*: inconceivable that in the fffture, writing across the 
curriculum sessions or psjfchology sessions or' computed 
sessions will become *so nuiuerpifs that they will splinter off 
ijito their 'ova annual meetings? Programs already have to 
include a licting of^sessiotis by subject matter so that, if 
ve^are inc3,ined, we can more easily attend those sessions 
tiial addres-s our own special fields^ Ajid for those of us 
who try to keep up witl\ all the bewildering activity going 
on in rhetoric an(J composition, ve find it more and more 
ciif^icult^to sample everything that the 4C5of f ers. Perhaps 
it's not too difficuit for us' to imagine the 4C^ splitting 
into regional > conferences, bee a^use of* all. this energy. Ju^t 

vlast year the Univ^ersity of Chicago held their conference on 

. the relationship betveen writing and'higher order reasoning 
at the saijie time the KCTE was meeting -in Denver, forcing 
many pf us to make a very difficult ^choiae. 

And the number 'of rhetori*c and composition texts has 
increased so much In the last ten' years that we find ,it 
difficult to. go through any ^ orderly textbook adoption 
procedUr e * Mi ke Ko se iri comm^jn ting upon this explosion 
first says, text books are thfe repository of our knowledge 
on- a given subject at a given time. » . not^ so much 
"n^ncwleoce of how to b'ut k.novledge of what is known or is 
currently surmised'' (CCC„ 34 [May 1983.], 20$r;13). Th6n he 
esks if all this advice in composition texts, is actually 
co]j\erted fnto practice. There's been no direct ^ studies 
into what happervs when students reed composition text'books, 
Ke further asks woul-dn't, w>e be "better 'se^ed if the ifcad 
suramble for new textbooks T ^Jid n^w^authors vfifs slowqd down 
and true ^ research and development took the place of .the 
currfent marketing ' *whirJ.wi nd ?" Those English y^ditors and 
publishers' representatives with whom I've dJ&cuss ed this 
publishing fren^y^. agree basically that the sifrgfe began five 



years ago, but in tiie last three years it*s gotten out of 
control* Enjil;LsivG^i^rs in the college divisions of major 
publishers say ttlTSr' so\^m^ny new titles are ^present ed at 
these publishers* big TrruTua] meetin^^s now th.s^ it is 
iopossillc to know i^ll the listing,^ well* Kofone wants 
general texts anymore — neither teachers nor V^blishers* 
Writing across .the curriculum and ba-sic- writing texts have 
increased the most as laore and more teachers *wtio are 
specializing want f ocusetf texts * Last ' ye^r , to give a 
representative exapiMe, one publi shijig firm had five hew 
titles in composition; this year new titles junpe^ to 
sixtr^cn* - . ^ 
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John Kaj^es 
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at 



true 
last 



research , 
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wha t 
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research, the plea of Richard 
year * s T^CTE vas* for more 
resear{h that Mike Rose, I 
of, research based 'on our experience., 
ve already t:now, ,<5Ci that we may begin*to solve 
the pr.t)bleras that have been set before -t ^v ^s^a — ^ us. 
the others: I've mentioned here. Young' and Hayes 
that ve have enough [substantive 'knowledge to last 



Like 
Young and 
empirical 
think , vas 
based on 
soitie of 
And like 
loth said 

us for a" while* Our rapid growth since the severties- has 
put us, theoretically at least, back in the ienter ' of 
English Studi^Bs* But we niist\ guard against fragmenting 
ourselves further through specialisre tiort, or we*ll .'j)ever 
^i-l d on to this cen t er*-*or the\ nearness to it* Ve are on" 
T i^^TT'^fr^ o t as. Professor Young said, because' now we have ito 
solve the problems with literacy* Past amateurism ds 
inconsistent witli our new statii^s* We must address our 
problems as serious scholars hro\ that ve will be taken 
seriously* The irony is that we must ba on- guard that we 



not>4 m 
English 



tiie name 
Depar tnen 



li*teracy ci^isis, 




destroying 




tiie tradi tional 
ourselves * 

Richard Lloyd- JWifs agrees that empirical resjearch in 
thg last deoade has been broader as it draws from the social 
sciences in ' comparison to' the earlier research, where we 
&^;ldom found two related stud££"&^_by^ the ,same person*^ But^ 
even as^ he foresees that wr*;^^"-^g'''^^t^u^ vill come VatIc'"**to 
the center of. liberal educatioR,^^^re^pa'lso says t*hat we've not 
done much give others but "little sense of whatmight be 

lei/rned 'from>tlo*se instruction in writing" (*',What Ve May 
Becojje," CCC, 23 [May 19B23, 2t)5)* Those who've come clos^e 
most rec*ently', he says, although much of ^he instruction is 
nar r owl y t ^an^a c t iona'l ,^ are the teachers ^of letter .and 
report writing, because they d^ deal with^ reason s * 



I don*t have any neat solutions ; I'm mainly trying to 
explore some issuer I think are , growing " eVer larger ; in 
rhetoric and * comMsitlon* - BOt it seems to me to make sens^e 
that* iji^order to give ^ood reasons for what we doj,it*s ta^e 
to move, rhetoric back into the public arena, making it again 
'a shaper of our worlB and moving away from /practical 
j:^hetofic* Rich,ard Lloyd-Jones also has -told us **the real 



juslif ice: tion for learning *to^ ^rite is not' to* nerve the 

econoi:i? ^ . ^ 'but to master the self and the world'' (205). 
Instead of' further fragmenting ourselves and vhet we^do "we 
c?,i^ move towSrd the kind of /eiiipi^ iclsD that ben of i l:s ' our 
studcjjtji not.- while helping shape the vorld that will be 
t h ei r / TJiey can knowingly participate in studies thot tli.ey 
have a real stake' iru For instance, drawing f rom "of f ohts of 
tcachrT-s of letter and report writing who have irioved writing 
townrds the ^public arena, ve could give student,> o sen-se of 
□altering self and world by structuring . courses 
c^onceu tr ical ly around" sequential assignments (or at least 
including such assignments) abou t writing, With £^11 the 
re:i< \:ccl i j^cr eased activity of local, state, and notional 
coMui Lttes on Johnny 's declvining^ language skills, our 
students could v;rite 'about writing as they interviewed 
teachers 'and adip.inistrators in public schools and colleges, 
busir.csspeoplc, attorneys, nanufacturerSf 'technicians' as 
tlie sti:dents wrote letters, reports, , pr5posals to ^thcse 
people aij<^ each other and about these pe'ople and oocK other* 
The si^hject' natter of ^ the discourse would ^e the same 
subject natter of the course* As for us, ve*d"bet*in toliave 
:>oj:)e rich natGria*!" iS \:e begp.n to djO empirical , research' 
right alongside our students and these -other peojxlo to give 
rearon why learning to write lets us uia^tcr both aelf and 
world,* -And we'd be cl6ser "to forming concentric circles, 
no I r op a rate worlds* Perhaps we' would not get cou^ljt Ih an 
oitlier/or situation; either bursting into fragment;; "frojQ too 
much expansion or_. dying fron stagnation* . ■ 

■ . ; ■ ■ * 

If, as Professor Harder suggests, the new studies in 
rhetoric are' acting ^s^ negative* entrp4)y, ' that 1^^ are 
?$1 owin g down th e . * pr of e ssion ' s _ di si n t e^ra t x on^, t licn our 
^f^rowth certainly- has been beneficial* But in Itclping to 
f^a ve' t ht?- profession — what 's Icf^ of it after ^speech, 

^journaliSBi, and linguistics al^eadj have spli"! off f roo 

'Stalei;ess, we need-^ not save literary studies at our own 
e?cpense, at our own disintegration through a too rapid 
growth to take up their slack* I'm not suggesting that va 
nust e?ctcnd one existing paradigm ('although Professor 
trusius in his recent, article and in a forthcoming one 
argues convincingly for extension and ' interpretation of 
Kinneavy*s id^as) or that' we reduce all our knowJc^dgc to one 
theory cfr to one set of practices. We don't Jmvc to ^ be 
reductionist* ' Anyway, don't we have, basically^ one 
inclusive bod)* of knovlcdge? Professor Ed Corbctt has told 
us and showed'^^ us ^ that '^nearly all ouis studies'* in 
composition" represent*" variation, extensions?' rOfln^nients, 
or modifications of classical theory ("My Work in lUietoric,'* 
ft o r_ur: ; I^ssa vs on "Theory and Practice in the Teachin o oS 
Wr i ti nft , Boynton/Cook , 1983 , p* 290) . Along with empirical 
r^tsearch there's - a need for more historical reejearcj/ in 
composition. * Frank D'Ange*o says in a r.ece\*t CCC article 
th^t to delve deeper into this rich history would J^erp us 
examine our ■assumj)tions about what we'know and where we *re 
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heading, ^ So much,^ that we now thinlc is ne^Ave tnight have a 
different pci spective if all these phanges Agoing on veris 
e>:;ii;ined from a historical perspective* 

I r Cf member in graduate school those of us studying 
' rhetoric thought — until we learned better — that the 
, Gpp". caches of tvo veil-respected professors in rhetoric 
r.eciily iHtistrated an either/or philosophy* \veM listen tb 
one highly admired professor as hd, in his 
ch3rf.cteri£t:ically rambling way,* instilled in us the 
iiu lusivcn^Ds of rhetoric* KeM listen to another, equally 
* adnirctl in our profession* as he, in his char c te ris tical ly 
LLOnonlCfct] vay, rhetorically asked us what the profession is 
ia:iiiir.g jn its excruciating attempt to pull Everything into 
? lietoric * Until ve got sm-'rter , ve thought the two 
phi lof^op hies were so different that ve in our graduate 
stiicicnt sEjart-aleckness, referred to one as "RH=Life" and 
/ tJi€^ oth(^r, af> "RH:5Rcs train t * " Later ve rea-lized that these 
.tvo ■vic^/:': cuuld be ^concentric circles, not separate vorlds* 

We caTi grow in tl^oughtful stages* Ve can begin to solve 
sone of tho problens vo've been, given to solve* We can be 
incluf^ive while at the same tine selecting carefully* W^e 
can gave** x^cason ^ the electorate in our departments and 
schools and the vor3d that vriting should be the center of 
liberal st tidies* And by controlling our growth, we can 
enfpuro^ ourselves a longer place in -the center, our ce^nter 
^ vill hold longer* anc3 ^;c; can better hold off the force that 
,jnipht be too soon leading us to be residents of and 
participant's in that old and faniliar Babel* tha't rhetorical 
tftahcl about logonachy * 



ERIC 



DEPT. OF EDUCATION 



NAT'L INSTITUTE OF EDUCATION 



ERIC 



DATE FILMED 



DECEMBER 

.1984 



